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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 

Claims 1-31, 33-58, 68-69, and 71-76 withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.142(b), as being drawn to a nonelected invention, there being no allowable generic or 
linking claim. Applicant timely traversed the restriction (election) requirement in Paper No. 6 

Applicant's election with traverse of claims 32, 69-67 and 70 in Paper No. 6 is 
acknowledged. 

The traversal is on the ground(s) that the examiner's reasoning can not be evaluated for 
distinctness. This is not found persuasive because the examiner's reasoning was as simple as 
reasoning as could be made. It is unclear if the applicant is alleging that the structure in the 
nonelected invention may only be used in the invention of claim 2. If that is the case then 
applicant should make a clear statement to that effect. 

The applicant additionally argues that the search would not be an undue burden because 
both inventions are classified in the same class. It is unclear if the applicant means that both 
inventions are in the same class or that they are both in the same class and subclass. In the 
response filed October 25, 2002 the applicant indicates that the previous Office Action listed 
invention II as being classified in class 396, subclass 540. This is incorrect. 396/540 was the 
class and subclass for invention I. Invention II was listed as classified in 396/543. So they are 
not classified identically. If the applicant is simply arguing that the search would not be a 
serious burden because both inventions are cameras (both classified in class 396) this argument 
is not found persuasive. If simply being in the same class would not be a serious burden for a 
search, there would be no need for subclasses. 
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The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 



Priority 

Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which papers 
have been placed of record in the file. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 32, 59, and 70 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by 
Kinnard (U.S. Patent No. 4,685,787). Kinnard teaches a substantially flat shaped camera with a 
plurality of shutter buttons 30, 3 1 . 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action. 

fa) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or describee! as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time Ae invention was made to a person 
Lving ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claim 60 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kinnard (U.S. 
Patent No. 4,685,787) in view of Kobayashi (U.S. Patent No. 5,740,478) or in view of Lind (U.S. 
Patent No. 3,098,417). Kinnard teaches the salient features of the claimed invention including 
thicknesses in the X, Y, and Z axes and a release button on a top surface. Kinnard does not teach 
that a release button is located on the front of the camera. Both Kobayashi (see 4) and Lind 32 
teach that it was known to provide a release button on the front of the camera. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize the 
features as taught by Kobayashi or Lind for the purpose of ease of access to the release button 
when photographing with the camera in a vertical posture. 

Claims 61-62, 64, and 66 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kinnard (U.S. Patent No. 4,685,787) in view of Kobayashi (U.S. Patent No. 5,740,478) or in 
view of Lind (U.S. Patent No. 3,098,417) and further in view of Enderby (U.S. Patent No. 
6,456,799). Kinnard in view of Kobayashi/Lind teaches the salient features of the claimed 
invention except for a digital recording medium. Enderby teaches that it was known to provide a 
camera with a digital recording medium. The applicant is directed to review the abstract for 
example. The reference also teaches in col. 4, lines 20-22 that it may communicate with a PC. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
utilize the features as taught by Enderby for the purpose of providing a dual camera and 
versatility. 

Claims 63, 65, and 67 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kinnard (U.S. Patent No. 4,685,787) in view of Kobayashi (U.S. Patent No. 5,740,478) or in 
of Lind (U.S. Patent No. 3,098,417) and Enderby (U.S. Patent No. 6,456,799) as applied to 



view 
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claims 61-62, 64, and 66 above, and further in view of Nozawa (U.S. Patent No. 6,339,508). 
Kinnard, Kobayashi/Lind and Enderby teach the salient features of the claimed invention except 
for wireless telephone transmission. Nozawa teaches that it was known to combine a camera and 
a wireless telephone. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to utilize the features as taught by Nozawa for the purpose of mobile 

communication versatility. 

Claims 61-67 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kinnard 
(U.S. Patent No. 4,685,787) in view of Kobayashi (U.S. Patent No. 5,740,478) or in view of Lind 
(U.S. Patent No. 3,098,417) and further in view of Ohmura (U.S. Patent No. 6,3 14,248). 
Kinnard in view of Kobayashi/Lind teaches the salient features of the claimed invention except 
for a digital recording medium and communications. Ohmura teaches that it was known to 
provide a camera with a digital recording medium. The applicant is directed to review figures 4, 
46, 40, 64 and 70. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the features as taught by Ohmura for the purpose of providing a 
lightweight photography and printing system. 



Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 

disclosure. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Christopher E Mahoney whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3475. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30AM-5PM, Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Russ Adams can be reached on (703) 308-1436. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 305-343 1 for regular 
communications and (703) 305-3432 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0956. 



Christopher E Mahoney 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2851 



